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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Response to Amendment 

The following is in response to the amendment filed on September 6, 2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 6-10, 14, and 17-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "said flow of air or gas" on page 10, line 18. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "said first 
flow of air or gas" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 10, lines 11-12. 

Claim 17 also recites the limitation "an exit end" on page 11, line 8, and follows with the 
limitation "each discharge end" on page 11, line 10. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
"each discharge end" in the claim, and it is uncertain whether an "exit end" is the same or 
different as a "discharge end". (Note that amended claim 8 also recites "discharge ends"). 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "the flow of air or gas" on page 12, line 22. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the first 
flow of air or gas" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 12, line 15. 
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Claim 18 also recites the limitation "at least an exit end" on page 13, line 12, follows with 
the limitation "each one of the exit ends" on page 13, line 14, then follows with the limitation 
"the exit end" on page 14, hne 3. It is uncertain whether one or more exit ends are being 
claimed. 

Claim 18 also recites the limitation "the main fluid chamber" on page 13, line 11. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the 
main chamber" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 13, line 4. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "the flow of air or gas" on page 15, line 16. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the first 
flow of air or gas" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 15, line 9. 

Claim 21 also recites the limitation "at least an exit end" on page 16, line 8, follows with 
the limitation "each one of the exit ends" on page 16, line 10, then follows with the limitation 
"the exit end" on page 16, line 16. It is uncertain whether one or more exit ends are being 
claimed. The claim also recites "a pair of discharge ends" on page 16, line 18. It is uncertain if 
there is any difference between an "exit end" and a "discharge end". 

Claim 21 also recites the limitation "the main fluid chamber" on page 16, line 7. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the main 
chamber" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 15, last line. 
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Claim 22 recites the limitation "the flow of air or gas" on page 17, next to last line. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the 
first flow of air or gas" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 17, line 15. 

Claim 22 also recites the limitation "at least an exit end" on page 18, line 12, follows with 
the limitation "each one of the exit ends" on page 18, line 14, then follows with the limitation 
"the exit end" on page 18, Hne 20. It is uncertain whether one or more exit ends are being 
claimed. 

Claim 22 also recites the limitation "the main fluid chamber" on page 18, line 11, There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the 
main chamber" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 18, line 4. 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "the flow of air or gas" on page 20, line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the first 
flow of air or gas" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 19, line 20. 

Claim 23 also recites the limitation "at least an exit end" on page 20, line 18, follows with 
the limitation "each one of the exit ends" on page 20, line 20, then follows with the limitation 
"the exit end" on page 21, line 3. It is uncertain whether one or more exit ends are being 
claimed. 

Claim 23 also recites the limitation "the main fluid chamber" on page 20, line 17. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the 
main chamber" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 20, line 10. 
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Claim 24 recites the limitation "the flow of air or gas" on page 22, line 9. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the first 
flow of air or gas" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 22, line 2. 

Claim 24 also recites the limitation "at least an exit end" on page 22, next to last line, 
follows with the limitation "each one of the exit ends" on page 23, line 1, then follows with the 
limitation "the exit end" on page 23, line 7. It is uncertain whether one or more exit ends are 
being claimed. 

Claim 23 also recites the limitation "the main fluid chamber" on page 22, line 21, There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears this should read "the 
main chamber" to correspond to the feature previously recited on page 22, line 14. 

All other claims depend fi'om one of the above claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
All claims are allowable over the prior art as indicated previously. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed September 6, 2005 have been considered. 
The arguments and amendments to the claims have overcome the rejection of claims 2, 8, 
13, and 14 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, the rejection of claims 1-4, 11-13, 15, and 16 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Love et al (US 3,535,529), and the rejection of claims 1, 2, 4, 13, 
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15, and 16 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Daman et al (US 4,391,581), all set forth previously. A 
new grounds of rejection under 34 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, is set forth above. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Hug whose telephone number is 571 272-1 192. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 10:00 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven Griffin can be reached on 571 272-1 189. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Pubhc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




